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Abstract: 
This study has been conducted to examine the views of prospective Turkish language 
teachers on peer assessment. For this research, 47 prospective Turkish language 
teachers who are junior student (3rd grade) in Department of Turkish Language of 
Atatürk University have participated in this study. Views of prospective teachers on 
peer assessment have been compiled by means of structured interview form. The 
obtained data has been interpreted by applying content analysis method with 
considering the questions of interview form. In the study, it has been understood that 
many of the prospective teachers have positive views on peer assessment. Prospective 
teachers have stated that they realize their inadequate aspects, they can empathize, a 
democratic environment has developed, there has been increase in their self-confidence, 
they can get feedback and socialize through peer assessment. Despite these positive 
aspects, the prospective teachers have emphasized that acting upon emotions and lack 
of self-confidence are the negative aspects of peer assessment. 
 





From the earliest periods of societies, their lives, beliefs, and feelings can be transmitted 
to the future through the mother tongue. Without any document, information about 
idea, belief, economic activities, fashion/clothes, eating/dietary habits, war equipment, 
neighborhood relations etc. can be obtained by means of vocabulary of the mother 
tongue. Therefore, it can be said that mother tongue is the genetic memory of societies. 
                                                          
i This article is reviewed form of oral presentation that submitted for “IX. International Congress of 
Educational Research which was held in Ordu, Turkey, 11-14 May 2017. 
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The mother tongue teachers have significant tasks for the genetic memory not to be 
interrupted. Perhaps, the most significant part of these tasks is to make the language 
interesting for students. Traditional assessment is one of the significant concerns that 
constitute a prejudice in the students in the mother tongue course as well as in the other 
courses. In the traditional measurement and assessment applications, while the 
students are assessed, output-oriented assessment is made, and written and oral 
surveys with elective/short answer tests are applied (Gelbal and Kelecioğlu, 2007, p. 
136). In order to save students from this anxiety, the link between assessment and 
lifelong learning should be established and alternative assessment methods should be 
applied (Boud and Falchikov, 2005). One of these methods is peer assessment. 
 Peer is defined as “Each individual who is equal in terms of age, occupation, social 
situation, etc.” (Turkish Language Institution [TDK], 2011, p. 72) and assessment is 
defined as “Assessment work, evaluation” (TDK, 2011, page 608). From these definitions, 
peer assessment is the assessment of individuals who have similar status, same 
occupation, and age close to each other. According to Alıcı (2008), peer assessment is 
the assessment of students’ studies (research, homework, project, etc.) by other students 
in the teaching process. During the peer assessment, the students' understanding and 
adoption of the criteria is very important for the achievement of the peer assessment 
process (Koç, 2011). 
 It has been stated that peer assessment in the literature has various positive 
effects on the students. These have been mentioned below. 
 Increases student motivation thanks to the sense of ownership. 
 Ensure that learners take responsibility as autonomous individuals. 
 Allows students to see mistakes as new opportunities rather than failures. 
 Provides practicality in the assessment skills of students. 
 Provides a model for self-assessments of students. 
 Encourages in-depth learning instead of superficial learning (Brown, Rust and 
Gibbs, 1994; Zariski, 1996; Race, 1998). 
 Despite its positive effects, it has been determined that some problems may be 
encountered if necessary conditions are not satisfied in peer assessment in various 
researches. These problems are: 
 In case of carrying out assessment in incorrect way,  
 Systematic prejudice, 
 Lack of experience, 
 Frivolity, 
 Assessment standards cannot be defined correctly (Zayed, 2017, p. 590). 
 The aim of this study is to determine the views, attitudes and recommendations 
of prospective Turkish language teachers about peer assessment. Three main research 
questions have been asked in this direction. The questions have been mentioned below. 
 What are the positive and negative views of prospective Turkish language 
teachers on peer assessment? 
 How are prospective Turkish language teachers' attitudes towards peer 
assessment? 
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In this part, information on research design, working group, data collection and 
analysis of data has been introduced. 
 
2.1 Research Design 
Qualitative research design has been applied in this study which was conducted in the 
screening model in order to reveal the views of peer assessment of prospective Turkish 
language teachers who are studying in Atatürk University. “Qualitative research can be  
fined as a research process in which qualitative data collection methods such as observation, 
interview and document analysis are applied, and facts and incidents are presented in a natural, 
realistic and holistic manner” (Yıldırım and Şimşek, 2008, p. 39). The most fundamental 
features of qualitative research are natural environment, direct data collection, being 
process- oriented with enhanced description, holistic data analysis, reflection of 
participants' perspectives and resilient research design (Büyüköztürk, Kılıç-Çakmak, 
Akgün, Karadeniz and Demirel, 2008, p. 49). 
 
2.2 Working group 
The research has been carried out in the department of Turkish Language Education at 
Atatürk University in the spring semester of 2016-2017 academic years with 
participation of 47 prospective Turkish language teachers who were studying at the 3rd 
(junior) grade. 
 Convenience sampling as one of the purposeful samplings has been applied in 
the study since prospective Turkish language teachers studying in Atatürk University 
are available and volunteer for participating in the study. “This type of sampling is related 
to availability of the participants and easiness to include individuals and groups into the 
research process” (Ekiz, 2009, p. 106) 
 
2.3 Data Collection and Analysis 
A semi-structured interview form has been applied to collect the data. “The Form for 
Determining the Views of the Prospective Turkish Language Teachers on the Peer 
Assessment” prepared by the researchers and it has been filled by the prospective 
Turkish language teachers. 
 The data has been embedded in codes that were determined by the researchers in 
order to establish the views of prospective Turkish language teachers on peer 
assessment. Aftermath of the literature review, the codes have been prepared with 
considering the recommendations of two Turkish language educational specialists at 
final stage. Then, views of the students have been categorized under these codes. To 
ensure the reliability of the study, two separate scorer data have been examined. 
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Examples have been given among the views of prospective Turkish language teachers 




In this part, the findings obtained from the views of prospective Turkish language 
teachers have been shown. 
 
Table 1: Views on Definition of Peer Assessment 
Codes Student/s f 
Peer  
Assessment 
S1, S3, S5, S6, S7, S8, S10, S11, S13, S14, S15, S16, S18, S19, S20, S21, S23, S24, S25, S26, 
S28, S29, S30, S31, S32, S33, S35, S36, S37, S38, S39, S41, S42, S44, S46, S47 
36 
Evaluation of In-Class 
Activities  
S4, S6, S22, S27, S34, S43 6 
Peer  
Comparison 
S2, S17, S40, S45 4 
Alternative Measurement 
Tool 
S6, S9, S12 3 




Table 1 has shown views of prospective Turkish language teachers on definition of peer 
assessment. When Table 1 is examined, it is seen that prospective Turkish language 
teachers consider peer assessment under five titles. These are peer assessment, 
evaluation of in-class activities, peer comparison, alternative measurement tools, 
realizing positive and negative aspects. Among these, assessment of peers has been 
mostly seen under f: 36 title and realizing negative and positive aspects has been least 
mentioned under f: 1 title. Some views that expressed by the students can be introduced 
as follows: 
 S1: “Peer assessments are evaluations that made by individuals who are at the same age. 
They assess the studies that carried out by each other.” 
 S6: “It covers the process of evaluating each other. Assessment means evaluation of a 
project, assignments, in-class activities etc. that carried out by the students.” 
 S12: “It means developing individual views of each prospective teacher with applying 
alternative measurement and assessment tools and methods.” 
 S16: “It means assessment of students in terms of particular criteria and establishing 
negative and positive aspects of each other.” 
 S17: “Peer assessment is a comparison that made by an individual to compare 
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Table 2: Views on Points that Should Be Taken into  
Consideration While Making Peer Assessment 
Codes Student/s f 
Justice S3, S4, S5, S6, S9, S17, S23, S24, S28, S29, S30, S31, S32, S33, S34, S35, S37, S39, S42 19 
Scientificness / Objectivity S2, S5, S8, S14, S16, S18, S20, S21, S27, S38, S41, S43 12 
Scoring Rubric (Rubric) S3, S8, S10, S13, S14, S15, S22, S32, S47 9 
Individual Differences S9, S12, S17, S19, S35, S42, S46 7 
Expediency S16, S26, S30, S36, S44 5 
Gender S40, S45, S46 3 
Scrutinizing Questions S2, S11, S25 3 
Moral Values S1, S7 2 
Observation S6 1 
Teacher guidance S6 1 
Empathy S23 1 
 
Table 2 has shown the views of the prospective Turkish language teachers on points to 
be considered while scoring in the peer assessment. When Table 2 is examined, it is seen 
that the prospective Turkish language teachers have determined 10 titles under 
consideration when scoring in peer assessment. These are justice, objectivity, forming 
scoring rubric, individual difference, expediency, gender, scrutinizing questions, moral 
values, and observation and teacher guidance. Among these, the views on justice have 
been mostly expressed under f: 19 title, while views on observation and teacher 
guidance have been least expressed under f: 2 title. It is possible to present some of the 
views expressed by the students as follows: 
 S3: “When grading, students should be asked to fairly score, and students should 
justify their reasons in what extent.” 
S9: “First of all, it should be without prejudice and should not be held sides. The 
assessment should cover every aspect of the peer. For example; the level of knowledge 
and nonverbal movements are evaluated if speech evaluation is made. Individual 
differences, deficiencies or extra abilities must be considered.” 
 S18: “S/he should not consider feelings and thoughts and should act in objective manner.” 
 S26: “S/he should make assessment with considering success level, how teacher teach.” 
 S40: “I think it is the most important thing to pay attention is gender while scoring.” 
 S2: “The questions should not be directed towards learning only little information. Much 
knowledge should be obtained by one question.” 
 S7: “It should be checked whether the appropriate style, appeal and selected words are 
appropriate for their age.” 
 S6: “It is necessary for the teacher to be in a position to manage the process and the result, 
and to guide this process.” 
 S23: “It should be paid attention to be fair and age group should be considered. 
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Table 3: Views on Positive Aspects of Peer Assessment 
Codes Student/s f 
Identifying inadequate aspects S10, S13, S14, S16, S18, S25, S27, S28, S29, S30, S34, S38, S40, S43 14 
Empathize S5, S9, S31, S32, S33, S36, S37, S47 8 
Democracy S5, S6, S8, S11, S20 5 
Finding the right S2, S7, S15, S30 4 
Enhancing Self-Confidence S3, S16, S34, S42 4 
Similar and different aspects S12, S19, S31, S35 4 
Feedback S16, S23, S26, S39 4 
Ability of Self-expression S1, S27, S44 3 
Socialization  S1, S6, S22 3 
Peer recognition S24, S41, S46 3 
Motivation S4, S8 2 
Ability to assess S6, S44 2 
Critical thinking S14 1 
Placement S17 1 
Approximate Success Level S21 1 
Ability to analyze S34 1 
Enhancing Level of Knowledge and Experience S47 1 
It is not positive  S45 1 
 
Table 3 shows the views of prospective Turkish language teachers on the positive 
aspects of peer assessment. When Table 3 is examined, it is seen that prospective 
Turkish language teachers handled the positive aspects of peer assessment under 18 
title such as: identifying inadequate aspects, empathize, democracy, finding the right, 
enhancing self-confidence, similar and different aspects, feedback, ability of self-
expression, socialization, peer recognition, motivation, ability to assess, critical thinking, 
ability to analyze, enhancing level of knowledge and experience, and it is not positive. 
Among these, the identifying inadequacies has been mostly mentioned under f: 14 title 
while determining critical thinking, approximate success level, placement, ability to 
analyze have been least mentioned under f: 6 title. It is possible to present some of the 
views expressed by the students as follows: 
 S10: “To enable the person to see the defects.” 
 S34: “It is important for the students to see the mistakes in order to notice the 
inadequacies.” 
 S47: “The evaluator is able to empathize easily with the individual who is evaluated by 
herself/himself than a teacher does while making evaluation.” 
 S5: “We have improved the understanding of democracy by means of this evaluation.” 
 S2: “By revealing inadequate and excessive aspects of individuals, individual is canalized 
to the correct one.” 
 S42: “Positive assessments help to increase the self-confidence of the child. It contributes 
to the child's individual development.” 
 S35: “It helps individuals to be aware of each other and to learn their advantages and 
weaknesses compared to others.” 
 S39: “The views of the peers are very significant in determining the level that the students 
reached.” 
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 S27: “The individual understands inadequate aspects or the area that s/he 
comprehensively know. The substantiality of expression strengthens.” 
 S22: “We may have the opportunity to learn the attitude of the students in the class 
towards each other and the results of the behavior that they expect from each other.” 
 S46: “Ensuring that people in the class or in the same age group see themselves.” 
 S4: “Since it expresses the positive aspect of the individual, it is motivating, and it 
provides awareness.” 
 S44: “One of the positive aspects of peer assessment is enhancing the ability of students to 
make assessment.” 
 S14: “It develops critical thinking.” 
 
Table 4: Views on Negative Aspects of Peer Assessment 
Codes Student/s f 
Acting with feelings 
S3, S5, S6, S7, S8, S9, S11, S12, S13, S16, S20, S21, S23, S24, S26, S31, S32, S33, S34, S35, 
S36, S37, S38, S39, S40, S41, S42, S44, S45, S46 
30 
Lack of Self-Confidence S1, S10, S14, S15, S17, S18, S28, S29, S30, S31, S43 11 
Competence for 
Assessment 
S16, S19, S47 3 
Excitement S4, S27 2 
Just making assessment 
not efficient 
S22, S47 2 
Restricting expression of 
opinion 
S2 1 




Table 4 has shown the views of the prospective Turkish teachers regarding the negative 
aspects of peer assessment. When Table 4 is examined, it is seen that Turkish teacher 
candidates handled the negative aspects of peer assessment under 7 titles. These are 
acting with feelings, lack of self-confidence, competence for assessment, excitement, just 
making assessment not efficient, restricting expression of opinions, and disregarding 
opinions of the peers. Among them acting with feelings has been mostly expressed 
under f: 30 titles while restricting expression of opinions and disregarding opinions of 
the peers have been least mentioned under f: 2 title. Some of them have been listed 
below: 
 S8: “Students may keep negative opinions about their friends that they do not like in their 
minds and these negative opinions may affect the teacher’s mind.” 
 S15: “If individual does not objectively think/act, the other individual may be offended and 
discouraged.” 
 S19: “Sometimes when we assess individuals who are at the same age, we consider them as 
if they have the same characteristic features. If we do not see the differences between them and 
equate them all as if they are same, it will not give positive results.” 
 S25: “Negative aspects cannot be detected because they are at the same age as the 
evaluator.” 
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Table 5: Views on Peer Assessment by the Peers 
Codes Student/s f 
Awareness raising 
S1, S2, S4, S5, S6, S7, S9, S11, S16, S18, S21, S22, S23, S24, S26, S29, S34, S37, 
S41, S42 
20 
Objective S8, S12, S13, S14, S28, S30, S32, S33, S38, S39, S40, S46 12 
Openness to assessment S6, S10, S16, S17, S45 5 
Approximate success level  S3, S19, S20 3 
Strong communication among the 
peers 
S8, S9, S47 3 
Tolerance S5, S35 2 
Enhancing ability to assess S25, S27 2 
Choosing appropriate topic S15 1 
It should not be often carried out S31 1 
Empathy S36 1 
Increasing attention S43 1 
Different point of view S44 1 
 
Table 5 has shown the views of prospective Turkish teachers on peer assessment. When 
Table 5 is examined, it is seen that the views of prospective Turkish teachers have been 
assessed by their peers under 12 titles. These are awareness raising, objectivity, 
openness to assessment, approximate level of success, strong communication among 
the peers, tolerance, enhancing ability to assess, choosing appropriate topic, it should 
not be often carried out, empathy, increasing attention and different point of view. 
Among these, awareness raising mostly stated under f: 20 title while choosing 
appropriate topic, it should not be often carried out, empathy, increasing attention and 
different point of view have been least stated under f: 5 title. It is possible to introduce 
some of the views expressed by the students as follows: 
 S1: “In the past, I did not care for anyone who evaluates what I did because I was not 
open to criticism. But I have tried to consider the assessments about me that made by my peers as 
I have become a conscious individual thanks to conscious assessments.” 
 S25: “An objective assessment allows us to see our inadequate aspects. An unnecessary 
assessment may cause being abashed.” 
 S6: “I would like to be criticized and assessed by other prospective teachers as a 
prospective teacher.” 
 S19: “While making assessment, the most distinctive aspects should be identified at first 
and then peers at the same level should be assessed.” 
 S8: “In my opinion, it is very good indeed. However, if objective and reasonable 
assessments are made, it can be very useful. Because, our peers can talk to us in a more 
comfortable manner and they approach us closer.” 
 S5: “Criticism is important in terms of being open to criticism, being able to see our 
inadequacies, being fair and tolerant, and contributing to our ability to score and assess in 
teaching.” 
 S27: “The assessment contributes to the maturation of the individual in her/his branch 
and to develop ability of assessment of the evaluator.” 
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 S44: “I think peer assessment should be carried out. Because this assessment can give us 
different perspectives and can help us to improve ourselves.” 
 
Table 6: Views on Recommendations for Peer Assessment 
Codes Student/s f 
Impartiality 
S1, S4, S5, S6, S8, S9, S14, S15, S16, S17, S21, S23, S24, S26, S29, S31, S32, S34, 
S35, S36, S38, S39, S41, S45 
24 
Knowledge for  
making criticism 
S6, S7, S15, S18, S25, S26, S27, S28, S37, S42, S43, S44, S46 13 
Individual differences 
Consideration 
S2, S10, S11, S19, S20, S22, S33 7 
Appropriate environment  
for assessment 
S9, S13, S30 3 
It should be more often  
carried out  




Communication among  
the students  
S3 1 







Table 6 has shown the views on recommendations for peer assessment of prospective 
Turkish teachers. When Table 6 is examined, it is seen that the views of prospective 
Turkish language teachers on peer assessment have been handled under 9 titles such as 
impartiality, knowledge for making criticism, individual differences, consideration, 
appropriate environment for assessment, it should be more often carried out, 
consistency, communication among students, it should not be carried out, approximate 
success level. Among these, impartiality has been mostly expressed under f: 24 title; 
while consistency, communication among the students, approximate success level and 
it should not be carried out have been least stated under f: 4 title. Some of the views 
expressed by the students as follows: 
 S9: “Different practices can be developed to be impartial for making judgments and 
objectivity. Environments that allow peers to assess more easily can be provided.” 
 S7: “The level of criticism should be moderate.” 
 S20: “Every individual is different in terms of his/her unique characteristics. That is why 
an equal assessment should be made.” 
 S30: “I find it more appropriate to make peer assessment by criteria of framework that 
determined in written form.” 
 S12: “Peer assessment should be carried out.” 
 S8: “Consistent assessment will be more reliable. A reliable result can be achieved if the 
assessments are objective, consistent and reasonably framed.” 
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 S3: “Students who have approximate success level should be involved in this process. 
Another problem is that some students may not like each other. This negatively affects the 
assessment.” 
 S16: “While peer assessment is carrying out, the scoring must be objective and there 
should be no difference between the evaluator and the individual who is evaluated in terms of 




In this study which aims to determine the views of prospective Turkish language 
teachers on peer assessment, it has been determined that prospective Turkish language 
teachers have defined the peer assessment under the categories such as the assessment 
of the individuals who are at the same age, peer comparison, alternative measurement 
tool and realizing positive and negative aspects. The definitions of peer assessment 
have been shaped around the peer assessment title. 
 The views of the prospective Turkish language teachers on the points to be 
considered when scoring in peer assessment have been analyzed under the categories of 
justice, scientificness, forming scoring rubric, individual difference, expediency, gender, 
scrutinizing questions, moral values, and observation and teacher guidance. It has been 
argued that the most significant feature in this part is to provide a fair environment for 
assessment. 
 Positive views of prospective Turkish language teachers on peer assessment have 
been categorized such as identifying inadequate aspects, empathize, democracy, finding 
the right, enhancing self-confidence, similar and different aspects, feedback, ability of 
self-expression, socialization, peer recognition, motivation, ability to assess, critical 
thinking, ability to analyze, enhancing level of knowledge and experience, and it is not 
positive. The most positive aspect of peer assessment is the view that points out 
realizing inadequacies. 
 Negative opinions about peer assessment of prospective Turkish language 
teachers have been determined as acting with feelings, lack of self-confidence, 
competence for assessment, excitement, just making assessment not efficient, restricting 
expression of opinions, and disregarding opinions of the peers. It has been seen that 
acting with feeling has been determined as the most negative aspect of the peer 
assessment. 
 It has been found out that the views of prospective Turkish language teachers on 
peer assessment are generally positive. The views on prospective Turkish language 
teachers on peer assessment that carried out by their peers have been determined under 
categories such as awareness raising, objectivity, openness to assessment, approximate 
level of success, strong communication among the peers, tolerance, enhancing ability to 
assess, choosing appropriate topic, it should not be often carried out, empathy, 
increasing attention and different point of view 
 The recommendations of prospective Turkish language teachers on peer 
assessment have been have been determined under the categories such as impartiality, 
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knowledge for making criticism, individual differences, consideration, appropriate 
environment for assessment, it should be more often carried out, consistency, 
communication among students, it should not be carried out, approximate success 
level. 
 When the interview form is examined, it is seen that all of the prospective 
Turkish language teachers are interested in subjects such as impartiality, scientificness, 




 Prospective Turkish language teachers should be informed about how to make 
criticism. 
 Activities related to peer assessment should be carried out in Special Teaching 
Methods I, Special Teaching Methods II, Measurement and Evaluation courses. 





1. Adanalı, K. ve Doğanay, A. (2010). Beşinci sınıf sosyal bilgiler Öğretiminin 
alternatif Ölçme değerlendirme etkinlikleri açısından değerlendirilmesi. Ç. Ü. 
Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü Dergisi, 19(1), 271-292. 
2. Akbaş, Y. ve Gençtürk, E. (2013). Coğrafya Öğretmenlerinin alternatif Ölçme-
değerlendirme teknikleri ile ilgili görüşleri: Kullanma düzeyleri, sorunlar ve 
sınırlılıklar. Doğu Coğrafya Dergisi, 30, 331-356. 
3. Aldağ, H. ve Gürpınar, K. (2007). Üniversite Öğrencilerinin sunu becerilerini 
etkileyen faktörler. Akademik Bilişim Konferansı, 31 Ocak - 2 Şubat 2007, Kütahya. 
4. Alıcı, D. (2008). Öğrenci performansının değerlendirilmesinde kullanılan diğer 
ölçme araç ve yöntemleri. S. Tekindal (Ed), Eğitimde Ölçme ve Değerlendirme. 
Ankara: Pegem Akademi. 
5. Alıcı, D. (2008). Öğrenci performansının değerlendirilmesinde kullanılan diğer 
Ölçme araç ve yöntemleri. S. Tekindal (Ed), Eğitimde Ölçme ve Değerlendirme. 
Ankara: Pegem Akademi. 
6. Atay, D. ve Kurt, G. (2007). The effects of peer feedback on the writing anxiety of 
prospective Turkish teachers of EFL. Eğitimde Kuram ve Uygulama (Journal of 
theory and Practice in education). 3(1), 12-23. 
7. Baki, A. (2008). Kuramdan uygulamaya matematik eğitimi. (Genişletilmiş 4. Basım). 
Ankara: Harf Eğitim Yayıncılığı. 
8. Başkonuş, T. ve Taşdemir, M. (2012). İlköğretim birinci kademe sosyal bilgiler 
programında (4. ve 5. sınıf) yer alan alternatif Ölçme değerlendirme araç ve 
yöntemlerinin kullanılma ve kullanılmama durumları. 11. Ulusal Sınıf 
Öğretmenliği Eğitimi Sempozyumu, 24-26 Mayıs, Rize. 
İsmail Çoban, Faruk Polatcan 
AN ANALYSIS ON VIEWS OF PROSPECTIVE TURKISH LANGUAGE TEACHERS ON PEER ASSESSMENT 
 
European Journal of Education Studies - Volume 4 │ Issue 4 │ 2018                                                                                  172 
9. Bayat, S. (2010). İngilizce yazılı anlatım derslerinde uygulanan akran ve Sz 
değerlendirme etkinliklerine yönelik öğrenci görüşleri. Dil Dergisi, 150(20). 
10. Boud, D, Falchikov, N. (2005). Redesigning assessment for learning beyond higher 
education. Higher education in a changing world Research and development in 
higher education, Proceedings of the 28th HERDSA Annual Conference, Brew A. 
and Asmar C. (Eds.), 34-41, Sydney. 
11. Brown, S., Rust, C. and Gibbs, G. (1994) Involving students in the assessment process, 
in Strategies for Diversifying Assessments in Higher Education, Oxford: Oxford 
Centre for Staff Development, and at DeLiberations. 
http://www.lgu.ac.uk/deliberations/ocsd-pubs/div-ass5.html  
12. Büyüköztürk, Ş. (2001). Deneysel deneyler, ön test-son test, kontrol grubu desen ve 
veri analizi. Ankara: Pegem A Yayıncılık. 
13. Chong, M., R., Goff, L. and Dej, K. (2012). Undergraduate essay writing: online 
and face-to-face peer reviews. Collected Essays on Learning and Teaching, 5, 
McMaster University. 
14. Cihanoğlu, M. O. ve Yurdabakan, İ. (2009). Öz ve akran değerlendirmenin 
uygulandığı iş birlikli okuma ve kompozisyon tekniğinin başarı, tutum ve 
strateji kullanım düzeylerine etkisi. Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi Sosyal Bilimler 
Enstitüsü Dergisi, 11(4), 105-123. 
15. Çelikkaya, T., Karakuş, U. ve Demirbaş, Ç. (2010). Sosyal bilgiler 
Öğretmenlerinin Ölçme değerlendirme araçlarının kullanma düzeyleri ve 
karşılaştıkları sorunlar. Ahi Evran Üniversitesi Dergisi, 11(1), 57-76. 
16. Çepni, S. (2007). Performansların değerlendirilmesi. E. Karip (Ed.), Ölçme ve 
Değerlendirme, Ankara: Pegem A Yayıncılık. 
17. Çepni, S. (2009). Araştırma ve proje çalışmalarına giriş. Trabzon: Celepler 
Matbaacılık. 
18. Çetinkaya, G. ve Hamzadayı, E. (2011). Yazılı anlatımı düzenlemede akran 
dönütleri: Dönüt türleri, Öğrenci algıları. AİBÜ, Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi, 11(1), 
147-165. 
19. Çoruhlu, Ş., Nas, S. ve Çepni, S. (2009). Fen ve teknoloji Öğretmenlerinin 
alternatif Ölçme değerlendirme tekniklerini kullanmada karşılaştıkları 
problemler: Trabzon Örneği. Yüzüncü Yıl Üniversitesi, Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi, 
6(1), 122-141. 
20. Ekiz, D. (2009). Bilimsel araştırma yöntemleri (Geliştirilmiş 2. Baskı), Ankara: Anı 
Yayıncılık. 
21. Falchikov, N. (2001). Learning together: Peer tutoring in higher education. London: 
Routledge. 
22. Gelbal, S. ve Kelecioğlu, H. (2007). Öğretmenlerin Ölçme ve değerlendirme 
yöntemleri hakkındaki yeterlik algıları ve karşılaştıkları sorunlar. Hacettepe 
Üniversitesi Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi (H. U. Journal Of Education), 33, 135-145. 
23. Gömleksiz, M. A. ve Koç, A. (2011). Bilgisayar kullanımı Öğretiminde akran 
değerlendirme. 5th International Computer and Instructional Technologies 
Symposium. Fırat University, Elazığ- Turkey. 
İsmail Çoban, Faruk Polatcan 
AN ANALYSIS ON VIEWS OF PROSPECTIVE TURKISH LANGUAGE TEACHERS ON PEER ASSESSMENT 
 
European Journal of Education Studies - Volume 4 │ Issue 4 │ 2018                                                                                  173 
24. Güven, S. (2008). Sınıf Öğretmenlerinin yeni ilköğretim ders programlarının 
uygulanmasına ilişkin görüşleri, Milli Eğitim Dergisi, 177, 224–236. 
25. Koç, C. (2011). Sınıf öğretmeni adaylarının öğretmenlik uygulamasında akran 
değerlendirmeye ilişkin görüşleri. Kuram ve Uygulamada Eğitim Bilimleri, 11(4), 
1965-1989. 
26. Liu, N. F. ve Carless, D. (2006). Peer feedback: The learning element of peer 
assessment. Teaching in Higher Education, 11(3), 279-290. 
27. Özan, S. ve Yurdabakan, İ. (2008). Öz ve akran değerlendirmenin temel iletişim 
becerileri başarısı üzerindeki etkileri. Tıp Eğitim Dünyası, 27, 27-39. 
28. Özcan, G. ve Mirzeoğlu, A. D. (2015). Akran öğretimiyle işlenen okul deneyimi 
dersi hakkında öğrenci görüşleri ve kazanımları. Sport Sciences (NWSASPS), 
10(4), 16-33. 
29. Race, P. (1998). Practical Pointers in Peer Assessment, 113-122 in Peer Assessment 
in Practice, Brown, S. (ed.) (SEDA paper 102) Birmingham: SEDA 
30. Sluijsmans, D. ve Moerkerke, G. (1999). Student involvement in performance 
assessment: A research project. 
31. Sluijsmans, D. ve Prins, F. (2006). A theoretical framework for ıntegratıng peer 
assessment ın teacher educatıon. Studies in Educational Evaluation, 32, 6-22. 
32. TDK. (2011). Türkçe Sözlük. 11. Baskı. Ankara: TDK Yayınları. 
33. Temizkan, M. (2009). Akran değerlendirmenin konuşma becerisinin geliştirilmesi 
üzerindeki etkisi. Mustafa Kemal Üniversitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü Dergisi, 
6(12), 90-112. 
34. Topping, K. (1998). Peer assessment between students in colleges and 
universities. Review of Educational Research, 68, 249-276. 
35. Topping, K. J. (2009). Peer assessment. Theory into Practice, 48, 20-27. 
36. Toptaş, V. (2011). Sınıf öğretmenlerinin matematik dersinde alternatif ölçme ve 
değerlendirme yöntemlerinin kullanımı ile ilgili algıları. Eğitim ve Bilim, 36(159), 
205-219. 
37. Wei, Y. ve Chen, Y. (2004). Supporting Chinese learners of english to implement 
self-assessment in L2 writing. Proceedings of the Independent Learning Conference, 
20 September 2004. 
38. Willey, K. ve Gardner, A. (2010). Investigating the capacity of self and peer 
assessment activities to engage students and promote learning. European Journal 
of Engineering Education, 35(4), 429-443. 
39. Yıldırım, A. ve Şimşek, H. (2011). Sosyal bilimlerde nitel araştırma yöntemleri (8. 
Baskı). Ankara: Seçkin Yayınevi. 
40. Zariski, A. (1996). Student peer assessment in tertiary education: Promise, perils 
and practice. In Abbott, J. and Willcoxson, L. (Eds), Teaching and Learning 
Within and Across Disciplines, p189-200. Proceedings of the 5th Annual Teaching 
and Learning Forum, Murdoch University, February 1996. Perth: Murdoch 
University. http://cleo.murdoch.edu.au/asu/pubs/tlf/tlf96/zaris189.html 
İsmail Çoban, Faruk Polatcan 
AN ANALYSIS ON VIEWS OF PROSPECTIVE TURKISH LANGUAGE TEACHERS ON PEER ASSESSMENT 
 
European Journal of Education Studies - Volume 4 │ Issue 4 │ 2018                                                                                  174 
41. Zayed, M. A. (2017). The Effectiveness of Peer / Self-assessment Approach in 
Urban Planning Studio-based Academic Education. American Journal of 













































İsmail Çoban, Faruk Polatcan 
AN ANALYSIS ON VIEWS OF PROSPECTIVE TURKISH LANGUAGE TEACHERS ON PEER ASSESSMENT 
 











































Creative Commons licensing terms 
Author(s) will retain the copyright of their published articles agreeing that a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (CC BY 4.0) terms 
will be applied to their work. Under the terms of this license, no permission is required from the author(s) or publisher for members of the community 
to copy, distribute, transmit or adapt the article content, providing a proper, prominent and unambiguous attribution to the authors in a manner that 
makes clear that the materials are being reused under permission of a Creative Commons License. Views, opinions and conclusions expressed in this 
research article are views, opinions and conclusions of the author(s). Open Access Publishing Group and European Journal of Education Studies shall 
not be responsible or answerable for any loss, damage or liability caused in relation to/arising out of conflicts of interest, copyright violations and 
inappropriate or inaccurate use of any kind content related or integrated into the research work. All the published works are meeting the Open Access 
Publishing requirements and can be freely accessed, shared, modified, distributed and used in educational, commercial and non-commercial purposes 
under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (CC BY 4.0).  
